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Applicant acknowledges with appreciation the courtesy afforded to Applicant and 
the undersigned counsel by the granting of a personal interview at 10:00 a.m. on March 
26, 2007. This paper is accompanied by a signed copy of the Applicant Initiated 
Interview Request Form (PTOL-413A) provided to Examiner at the start of the interview 
and the Interview Summary (PTOL-413) signed by Examiner MacNeill and Supervisory 
Patent Examiner Sirmons indicating that agreement with respect to the claims was 
reached. 

The interview was requested by Applicant in a telephone conversation received 
from Examiner MacNeill following her initial consideration of the Amendment and 
Response filed electronically by Applicant on February 23, 2007. During the telephone 
conversation, Examiner MacNeill indicated that she believed the claims previously 
rejected based on Tsao '018 were still anticipated and that she was considering 
withdrawing the prior rejection based on U.S. 5,211,629 to Pressly et al. and instead 
substituting U.S. 5,201,710 to Caselli in its place in rejecting the other claims. Applicant 
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY RECORD 



requested, and Examiner MacNeill and SPE Sirmons agreed to schedule, a personal 
interview prior to issuing a further action. 

Participants at the interview were Examiner Elizabeth MacNeill, SPE Kevin 
Sirmons, Thomas J. Shaw and the undersigned. Four packaged Vanishpoint syringes 
(two 3cc and two 1cc) as manufactured and marketed by or for Retractable 
Technologies, Inc. were displayed, and Mr. Shaw demonstrated the operation of a 3cc 
Vanishpoint syringe at the beginning of the interview. 

In the PTOL-413A provided to examiners. Applicant identified the two following 
arguments: 

1. Tsao fails to teach rearwardly extending collar behind radially extending 
member as recited. 

2. Casein fails to teach grounding needle holder and retraction mechanism 
as recited; so does Tsao. 

The claims under consideration were all the independent claims pending in the 
application, including claims 29, 37, 45, 54, 58, 81, 96, 110, 113 and 117. The principal 
prior art patents under consideration were U.S. 5,084,018 to Tsao and U.S. 5,201,710 
to Caselli. 

Applicant provided examiners with an unsigned draft of a proposed Supplemental 
Amendment and Response that further amended claims 29, 37, 45, 52, 54, 58, 73, 74, 
76, 81, 83, 85, 89, 96, 102-104, 110, 113 and 11 6-1 19 from the form in which they were 
pending following Applicant's filing of the Amendment and Response on February 23, 
2007. 

Examiner MacNeill stated her concern that the claims rejected on Tsao '018, 
even as amended in the February 23 Amendment and Response, still failed to 
adequately define the rearwardly extending collar over the "finger grip" structure 
disclosed in Tsao '018. Examiner MacNeill also stated her concern that the recitations 
appearing in claims 58 and 81 of the February 23 response as to a barrier limiting 
fonward motion of the needle should apply both prior to and during retraction. Examiner 
MacNeill also noted the absence of an antecedent basis for "said outside surface of the 
continuous retainer member in claim 45. Following statements by Applicant regarding 
developmental and manufacturing hurdles overcome prior to commercialization of the 
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claimed syringes, Applicant agreed to modify all the applicable claims in the manner 
suggested to accommodate both concerns of examiners. Applicant also mentioned to 
examiners the further amendment of various claims as more particularly noted in the 
Supplemental Amendment and Response to Insert "retraction" prior to spring in view of 
the presence of two springs in Caselli 710 and to correct minor punctuation errors 
appearing in claims 52 and 81 as previously amended. 

Examiner MacNeill then prepared and both examiners signed the PTOL-413 as 
attached to this paper. The Supplemental Amendment and Response filed concurrently 
with this Interview Summary Record is believed to fully implement the corrections 
suggested by examiners during the interview. 



March 28, 2007 
Locke Liddell & Sapp llp 
2200 Ross Ave., Suite 2200 
Dallas, Texas 75201-6776 
(214) 740-8000 Telephone 
(214) 756-8519 Facsimile 




Monty L. Ross 
Registration No. 28,899 
(214)740-8519 
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PTOL-413A (09-06) 
Approved for use through 03/31/2007. 0MB 0651-0031 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 



Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No.: 0?/c/-rjS6S First Named Applicant: r'/^OMAS J S^Am/ 
Examiner: Ma<l A/Jt/LL, Art Unit: 3 Tk Status of Application: CC^/^ff/t^A/Cl 

Tentative Participants: ^ 

Proposed Date of Interview: MA^C^ ^,;2<^ ^7 Proposed Time: /O ; 00 (^t?m 
Type of Interview Requested: 

(1) [ ] Teleplionic (2) pd Personal (3) [ ] Video Conference 

Extiibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: p<l YES [ ] NO 

If yes, provide brief description: ^VA/A/G^'-^ Of //l/y^A/ T^cy/Y 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Discussed 

[ ] 


Agreed 

[ ] 


Not Agreed 

[ ] 


[ ] 
[ ] 


[ ] 
[ ] 


[ ] 
[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 


[ ] 



Issues Claims/ 
(Rej.,Obj.,etc) Fig.#s pHor 

(1) E£J, gL7j rz^S;/ 40 ^ tSao 'o/'F 

(3) 

(4) 

[ 1 Continuation Sheet Attached 

An interview was conducted on the above-identifled application on ^/i<kAK <rr U^i-j .^z/ 
NOTE: T his form should be completed by applicant and submitted to the examiner in advance of the interview 
(see MPEP § 713.01). 

This application will not be delay^ from issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this 
interview. Thereforf, apnjlican^ advised to file a statement of the substance of this interview (37 CFR 1.133(b)) 




Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature Examiner/SPE Signature 

Typed/Printed Name of Applicant or Representative 
Registration Number, if applicable 



Ibis form and/or suggatto 

nt of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, AleundrU, St 

O TfflS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2. 



Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



09/617,868 



SHAW, THOMAS J. 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Elizabeth R. MacNeill 



3767 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Elizabeth R. MacNeill . 



l3) Montv Ross . 



(2) Kevin Sirmons . 



l4) Thomas Shaw . 



Date of Interview: 26 March 2007 . 

Type: aO Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)M Personal [copy given to: 1)13 applicant 2)I3 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)n No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)M was reached. g)n was not reached. h)n N/A. 



Substance of interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: AoDlicant plans to amend to claim a front and back surface of the radially extending 
member with the collar extending behind the back surface of the radially extending member. Also, claim 58 will clarify 
that the needle does not move fonward prior to or during retraction. . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 




Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-413(Rev. 04-03) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20070326 



